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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 2-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 2-7 recites the limitation "remote identification tag holder of claim 1". 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 
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4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

5. Claims 1-3, 5 and 8-18, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over USP 5,532,689 (Bueno) in view of USP 5,310,999 (Claus et al). 

In claim 1, Bueno teaches of an identification tag component comprising: 

an smart card housing (identification tag shell (4)) having an outer surface as 
shown in the drawing, a transmitter (9), an identification tag interface (6) communicably 
connected to said transmitter (9) and adapted to read identification data from an 
identification tag (5) {col. 2, lines 32-37}; and 

Although Bueno do not disclose expressly "means on said outer surface for 
holding the identification tag in communicable proximity to said identification tag 
interface", it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to recognize 
that the identification tag shell (4) of Bueno contains a slot for inserting the identification 
tag (5) {col. 2, lines 54-59}. In this case, Claus et al is cited to teach of an exemplary 
identification tag (500) in a smart card toll application that is insertable in a means for 
holding (600), shown in Figures 4 and 5. In this case, toll payments and data stored in 
the smart card of Claus et al are transferred quickly {Claus et al, paragraph bridging 
cols. 5 and 6}. The systems of Bueno and Claus et al are analogous art because they 
are from the same field of endeavor, wireless authentication of smart card systems. 

wherein said transmitter transmits identification data {paragraph bridging cols. 2 
and 3}. 
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In claim 2, although Bueno do not disclose expressly "said transmitter is an 
active transmitter", the claim limitation is a just a matter of obvious design choice and 
would have been obvious in the system of Bueno to add a battery to make the 
transmitter active (9), to one of ordinary skill in the art. Active transmitters are usually 
used whenever a user wishes to have a longer transmission distance. 

In claims 3 and 18, the remote identification tag holder of claim 1, wherein said 
identification tag interface is a smart card reader (memory interface) as shown in the 
drawings. 

In claim 5, the remote identification tag holder of claim 1, further comprising a 
processor (8) communicably connected to said transmitter (9) and communicably 
connected to said identification tag interface (6). 

In claims 8, 15 and 16, the identification tag component of claim 1, wherein said 
identification data is authorization data {col. 2, lines 18-31}. 

In claims 9 and 14, the identification tag component of claim 1, wherein said 
identification data identifies a person {col. 2, lines 18-31}. 

In claim 10, the identification tag component of claim 1, wherein said 
identification data identifies equipment {col. 2, lines 32-37}. 
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Claim 1 1 recites the limitations of claim 1 , further comprising; 

a location receiver (2) receiving transmissions from said transmitter (9), and 

a location processor (3) connected to said location receiver (2), 

In claim 12, the remote identification tag identification system of claim 11, further 
comprising a system identification database in communication with said location 
processor, wherein said location processor further processes stored identification data 
{paragraph bridging cols. 2 and 3}. 

In claim 13, although Bueno do not disclose expressly "said location processor 
provides displayed identification data", these claim limitations are conventional, 
such as when used for toll collection as exemplified by Claus et al, and would have 
been obvious in the system of Bueno for visual notification to motorists {Claus et al, col. 
5, lines 18+}, to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

In claim 17, although Bueno do not disclose expressly "a second location 
receiver and a second location processor, wherein said second location 
processor is in communication with said system identification database", these 
claim limitations would have been just a matter of design choice and would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add as many location receivers to the 
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system of Bueno, depending on accuracy, dead spots, or how the signal in the system 
of Bueno will be picked up. 

6. Claims 4, 6-7 and 19-20, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over USP 5,532,689 (Bueno) and USP 5,310,999 (Claus et al), and further 
in view of US H2120 (Cudlitz). 

In claims 4, 6-7 and 19-20, Bueno do not disclose "a biometric data reader 
communicably connected to said transmitter and processor, wherein said processor 
receives input biometric data from said biometric data reader and said processor 
processes said input biometric data and wherein stored biometric data is stored on the 
identification card and said processor processes said stored biometric data and said 
processor determines if the input biometric data is substantially related to the stored 
biometric data and generates a biometric verification signal and wherein said transmitter 
transmits said biometric verification signal". In this case, Cudlitz is relied upon to teach 
of a biometric data reader as claimed {Cudlitz, Figure 2, col. 1 , lines 58+}. The systems 
of Bueno and Cudlitz are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, wireless authentication of smart card systems. Cudlitz teaches that 
combining and ID number and biometric characteristic of an individual is beneficial in 
that it provides increased security and at the same time, expedite processing of smart 
cards passing through access gates {Cudlitz, col. 1, lines 20-37; col. 2, lines 65-67}. 
Obviously, it is beneficial in the system of Bueno, because Bueno is concerned with 
transmitting data quickly and securely from a smart card during a remote transaction. 
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Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to have biometric authentication as claimed, in the system of Bueno, 
because it provides increased security and at the same time, expedite processing of 
smart cards passing through access gates, as taught by Cudlitz. 



Office Contact Information 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to William Bangachon whose telephone number is (571)- 

272- 3065. The Examiner can normally be reached on 4/4/10. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Horabik can be reached on (571)-272-3068. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300 for regular and After Final formal communications. The Examiner's fax 
number is (571)-273-3065 for informal communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 
4700. 
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